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1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been estabHshed on the basis of: 




^ the international application in the language in which it was filed 




1 1 a translation of the international application into _, which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of 

international search (Rules 12.3(a) and 23.1(b)). 

2. This opinion has been established taking into account the rectification of an obvious mistake authorized by or notified to this 
Authority under Rule 91 (Rule 43iw.l(a)) 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, this opinion has been 
established on the basis of: 


a. type of material 




1 1 a sequence listing 




1 1 table(s) related to the sequence listing 




b. format of material 




1 1 on paper 




1 1 in electronic form 




c. time of tiling/furnishing 




1 1 contained in the international application as filed. 




1 1 filed together with the international application in electronic form 




[~1 furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search 




4. n In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed 
or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the 
application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43 *K.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 



Novelty (N) Claims 3-9.14-26.28-30.35-41.46-63 and 67-69 YES 

Claims 1.2.1Q-13.27.31-34.42-45 and 64-66 NO 

Inventive step (IS) Claims NONE YES 

Claims Mg NO 

Industrial applicability (lA) Claims YES 

Claims NONE .NO 
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Supptemental Box 
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V. 2. Citations and Explanations: 

Claims 1 , 2, 10-13, 27, 31-34, 42-45 and 64-66 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by Sato et al. (U.S. 
Patent Number 6,212,517). 

Referring to claim 1 , Sato et al. teaches a computer program product, residing on a computer-readable medium (the 
software elements are preferably stored in the hard disc, see Col. 3, lines 15-16), for use in accessing information 
associated with a collection of items, the computer program product comprising instructions for causing a computer to: 

access a plurality of items (document database, see Col. 3, line 1 1) and a first plurality of properties (words, see 
Abstract, line 3), each item being associated with one or more properties from the first plurality of properties (each words 
contained in the selected texts, see Abstract, line 10); 

obtain an original result set of at least one item from the plurality of items in response to a search query (receiving a 
query request and returning a list of text ID of retrieved texts, see Col. 1, line 42-43); 

identify a second plurality of properties from the first plurality of properties, wherein each of the second plurality of 
properties is associated with at least one item in the original result set (selected text list of text IDs of the found texts, see 
Col. 5, line 52-53, each record of a local statistic table for a text Ti comprises the fields of a word ID of a word which appears 
at least once in the text Ti, see Col. 4, lines 5-7); 

group a third plurality of properties selected from the second plurality of properties into one or more clusters of 
properties by applying a similarity measure to assign more similar properties to the same cluster and less similar properties 
to distinct clusters, wherein at least one cluster includes two or more properties (classifying said sorted words by statistical 
data of said sorted words into groups of similar keywords, see Col. 16, lines 2-4); and 

provide a response to the search query including a representation of at least one cluster of the one or more clusters 
of properties (in stead of displaying word groups as they are, words which are position at higher nodes on the thesaurus 
may be displayed as representative words, see Col. 12, lines 48-51). 

As to claim 2, the computer program product of claim 1 , wherein the search query includes a free-text component 
(enter instruction and data, see Col. 3, lines 56-57). 

As to claim 10, Sato et al. teaches the first plurality of properties are associated with the plurality of items and stored 
beforehand (each record of the global statistic table comprises the fields of a word ID of a word which appears in any of the 

texts T1 thrnngh TM of DDR, see Col. 4. lines 13 -15L. ^ ______ 
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As to claim 1 1 , Sato et al. teaches the first plurality of properties are associated with plurality of items at the time the 
search query is executed (the related keyword generator calculates in stop 320, for each (Wj) of the words contained in the 
texts listed in the selected text list, see Col. 5, lines 58-60). 

As to claim 12, Sato et al. teaches the items are documents that include text and the properties include salient terms 
extracted from the text (related keywords, see Col. 3, line 55). 

As to claim 1 3, Sato et al. teaches include instructions for causing a computer to compute the union of all properties 
that are associated with at least one item in the original result set (for each (Wj) of the words contained in the texts listed in 
the selected text list, see Col. 5, lines 59-60). 

As to claim 27, Sato et al. teaches translating a particular cluster of the one or more clusters into a search expression 
(automatically generating said query request by using at least a par of said predetermined number of said related words, see 
Col. 16, lines 19-21). 

As to claim 31 , Sato et al. teaches assigns relative weights to the properties in the particular cluster (calculating the 
degree of importance of a word, see Col. 10, lines 29-30). 

As to claim 32, the computer program product of claim 1 , wherein the third plurality of properties includes fewer 
properties than the second plurality of properties (classifying said sorted words by statistical data of said sorted words into 
groups of similar keywords, see Col. 16, lines 2-4. Note: every group of keywords can be fewer then all keywords). 

Referring to Claim 33, Sato et al. teaches , a computer-implemented method for accessing information associated 
with a database including a plurality of items and a first plurality of properties, each item being associated with one or more 
properties from the first plurality of properties, which recites the corresponding limitations as set forth in claim 1 above, 
therefore it is objected. 

Claim 34 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 2 rejections. 

Claims 42-45 is objected under the same rationale as state in claims 10-13 rejections. 

Claim 64 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 32 rejections. 

As to claim 65, Sato et al. teaches a computer program product, residing on a computer-readable medium (the 
software elements are preferably stored in the hard disc, see Col. 3, lines 15-16), for use in accessing information 
associated with a collection of items, the computer program product comprising instructions for causing a computer to: 

access a plurality of items (document database, see Col. 3, line 11) and a firpt plurality of properties (words, see 
Abstract, line 3), wherein the properties are information-bearing values (words, see Abstract, line 3), each item being 
associated with one or more properties from the first plurality of properties (each words contained in the selected texts, see 
Abstract, line 10), wherein the one or more properties associated with a item are contained in or describe the item (words, 
see Abstract, line 3); , ■ ■ 

obtain an original result set of at least one item from the plurality of items in response to a search query (receiving a 
query request and returning a list of text ID of retrieved texts, see Col. 1 , line 42-43); 

identify a second plurality of properties from the first plurality of properties, wherein each of the second-plurality of 
properties is associated with at least one item in the original result set (selected text list of text IDs of the found texts, see 
Col. 5, line 52-53, each record of a local statistic table for a text Ti comprises the fields of a word ID of a word which appears 
at least once in the text Ti, see Col. 4, lines 5-7); 

group a third plurality of properties selected from the second plurality of properties into one or more clusters of 
properties by applying a similarity measure to assign more similar properties to the same cluster and less similar properties 
to distinct clusters, wherein at least one cluster includes two or more properties (classifying said sorted words by statistical 
data of said sorted words into groups of similar keywords, see Col. 16, lines 2-4); and 

provide a response to the search query including a representation of at least one cluster of the one or more clusters 
of properties (in stead of displaying word groups as they are, words which are position at higher nodes on the thesaurus, 
may be displayed as representative words, see Col. 12, lines 48-51). 

As to claim 66, Sato et al. teaches an information access system (text retrieval system, see Abstract, line 2), 
comprising: 

a first stored collection including a plurality of materials (document database, see Col. 3, line 11); 
a second stored collection including a first plurality of properties, wherein each item in the plurality of materials is 
associated with at least one property from the first plurality of properties (each record of a local statistic table for a text Ti 
comprises the fields of a word ID of a word which appears at least once in the text Ti, see Col. 4, lines 5-7); 

Ingic to perform a search anain.qt the first stored collection to obtain a result se t of m a terials from the collectiQn that 
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match the search query (receiving a query request and returning a list of text ID of retrieved texts, see Col. 1 , line 42-43); 

logic to derive a second plurality of properties from the second stored collection wherein each property in the 
second plurality of properties is associated with at least one item in the result set (selected text list of text IDs of the found 
texts, see Col. 5, line 52-53, each record of a local statistic table for a text Ti comprises the fields of a word ID of a word 
which appears at least once in the text Ti, see Col. 4, lines 5-7); 

logic to group a third plurality of properties into one or more clusters of properties by applying a similarity measure 
to assign more similar properties to tlie same cluster and less similar properties to distinct dusters, wherein at least one 
cluster includes two or more properties (classifying said sorted words by statistical data of said sorted words into groups of 
similar keywords, see Col. 16, lines 2-4); and 

logic to provide a response to the search query including at least one cluster of the one or more clusters of 
properties (in stead of displaying word groups as they are, words which are position at higher nodes on the thesaurus may 
be displayed as representative words, see Col. 12, lines 48-51). 

Claims 3, 4, 8, 9, 17-22, 25, 35, 36, 40, 41, 49-54 and 57 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious 
over Sato et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,21 2,51 7) in view o f Chung et al. (U.S. Patent Publication 2003/0217335). 

As to claim 3, Sato et al. does not explicitly teach search query includes a selection from a plurality of options. 
However, Chung et al. teaches search query includes a selection from a plurality of options (a query may be 
automatically generated for each node in the concept h'erarchy or any part of the hierarchy selected by the user, see Chung 
et al. , Para. [0194], lines 10-12). 

As to claim 4, Sato et al. does not explicitly teach instructi ns for causing a computer to identify, for a particular 
cluster of properties of the one or more clusters of properties, oni or more corresponding items from the plurality of items 
that correspond to the particular cluster of properties according t a mapping function, and wherein the instructions for 
causing a computer to provide a response to the search quen- ,;',clude instructions for including one or more corresponding 
items for the at least one cluster in the response. 

However, Chung et al. teaches instructions for c iusmg a computer to identify, for a particular cluster of properties 
of the one or more clusters of properties (concept, see f nur.g et al. , Para. [0183], line 8), one or more corresponding items 
from the plurality of items that correspond to the partici lar (Cluster of properties according to a mapping function 
(automatically creates queries for concepts, see Chung et al. , Para. [0183], lines 7-8), and wherein the instructions for 
causing a computer to provide a response to the search query include instructions for including one or more corresponding 
items for the at least one cluster in the response (a query associates a concept with the relevant documents from among the 
documents in the corpus, , see Chung et al. . Para. [0183], lines 8-10). 

As to claim 8, Sato et al. as modified teaches applying the mapping function is restricted to the items in the original 
result set (see Chung et al. , FIG. 1 1 . There are many child nodes under aircraft+war and the search result from any of one 
child node would be limited to the search result of aircraft+war). 

As to claim 9, Sato et al. as modified teaches instructions for causing a computer to translate the particular cluster to 
a search expression that satisfies the mapping function (a query may be automatically generated for each node in the 
concept hierarchy or any part of the hierarchy selected by the user, see Chung et al. . Para. [0194], lines 10-12). 

As to claim 17, Sato et al. does not explicitly teach a pair-wise similarity measure. 
However, Chung et al. teaches a pair-wise similarity measure (the similarity measure quantifies the similarity 
between the pairs of signatures, see Chung et al. , Para. [0103], lines 2-3). 

As to claim 18, Sato et al. as modified teaches compute a number of items associated with both properties (co- 
occurrence frequency of signatures 's' and 't' after i"^ iteration, see Chung et al. . Para. [0118], lines 1-2). 

As to claim 19, Sato et al. as modified teaches compute a number of items associated with both properties relative to 
a number of items associated with at least one of the properties (refining co-occurrence frequency distribution of signatures 
in the corpus of documents; and disambiguating signature wit a high occurrence frequency to account for the possibility of 
multiple senses for a signature, see Chung et al. , claim 6, lines 3-7). 

As to claim 20, Sato et al. as modified teaches compute a number of items associated with both properties relative to 
a number of items associated with a more frequent property of the two properties (a higher similarity measure is assigned to 
reflect the relationship of such signatures which are related but which do not co-occur frequently, see Chung et al. . Para. 
[0128], lines 4-6). 

As to claim 21 , Sato et al. does not explicitly teach causing a computer to present at least one option for using one or 
more particular clusters from the one or more clusters to generate a second search query. 

However, Chung et al. teaches causing a computer to present at least one option for using one or more particular 

clusters from the one or more cltjsters to generate a second search query (FIG. 10 is a s c r ee n s h ot of a GUI that displays 
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the concept hierarchy and allows a user to retrieve relevant documents by automatically generating a query, see Chung at 
aL, Para. [0183], lines 2-5). 

.As to claim 22, Sato at al. as modified teaches combining the search query with at least one of the one or more 
particular clusters (FIG. 10 is a screen shot of a GUI that displays the concept hierarchy and allows a user to retrieve 
relevant documents by automatically generating a query, see Chung at al. , Para. [0183], lines 2-5). 

As to claim 25, Sato et al. as modified teaches a lateral query formed from at least one of the one or more particular 
clusters without using the search query (The method involves extraction of signatures from the corpus of documents for 
clustering related signature to generate concepts. The similarity between signatures is computed using a statistical measure. 
The distribution of signatures in the corpus is refined to alleviate any inaccuracy in the similarity measure, see Chung et al. . 
Para. [0041], lines 5-10). 

Claim 35 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 3 rejections. 

Claim 36 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 4 rejections. 

Claim 40 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 8 rejections. 

Claim 41 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 9 rejections. 

Claims 49-54 are objected under the same rationale as state in claims 17-22 rejections. 

Claim 57 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 25 rejections. 

Claims 5-7 and 37-39 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over the prior art as applied in the 
immediately preceding paragraph and further in view of Koch et al. (ORACLES The complete Reference, 1997, Osborne 
McGraw-Hill, page 68). 



As to claim 5, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach a partial match technique. 
However, Koch et al. teaches a partial match technique (AND and OR, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, a SQL 
statement can reach a partial match by combining AND and OR logic in where clause). 

As to claim 6, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach a match-all technique. 
However, Koch et al. teaches a match-all technique (AND, see Koch etal. , page 68, line 4, a SQL statement can 
reach a match-all by using only AND logic in where clause). 

As to claim 7, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach a match-any technique. 

However, Koch et al. teaches a match-any technique (OR, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, a SQL statement can 
reach a match-any by using OR logic in where clause). 

Claims 37-39 are objected under the same rationale as state in claims 5-7 rejections. 

Claims 14 and 46 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Sato et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
6,212,517) in view of Omega et al. (U.S. Patent Publication 2005/01656780). 



As to claim 14, Sato et al. teaches to compute the union of all properties that are associated (for each (Wj) of the 
words contained in the texts listed in the selected text list, see Sato et al. . Col. 5, lines 59-60). 

However, Sato et al. does not explicitly teach with at least a threshold number of items in the original result set 
Omega et al. teaches with at least a threshold number of items in the original result set (the number of documents 
considered has reached a threshold amount, see Omega et al. . Para. [0019], lines 10-11). 

Claim 46 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 14 rejections. 

Claims 15, 16, 47 and 48 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Sato et al. (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,212,517) in view of Goedken (U.S. Patent Publication 2005/0210042). 

As to claim 1 5, Sato et al. teaches to compute the union of all properties that are associated (for each (Wj) of the 
words contained in the texts listed in the selected text list, see Sato et al. . Col. 5, lines 59-60). 

However, Sato et al. does not explicitly teach with at most a ceiling number of items in the original result set. 

Gnedken teaches with at most a ceiling number of items i n th e or i g i na l re sult set (the number of documents the — 
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user prefers to find, see Goedken , Para. [0086], lines 11-12, wherein user defined number is interpreted as the celling 
number). 

As to claim 16, the Sato et al. teaches the original result set (selected text list, see Sato et al. . Col. 5, lines 59-60). 
However, Sato et al. does not explicitly teach sample result set. 

Goedken teaches sample result set (the number of documents the user prefers to find, see Goedken , Para. [0086], 
lines 11-12, user defines the number of document to be consider is sampling documents from a result set). 

Claims 47 and 48 are objected under the same rationale as state in claims 15 and 16 rejections. 

Claims 23, 24, 26, 55, 56, 58 and 59 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over the prior art as 
applied in the immediately preceding paragraph and further in view of Sasai (U.S. Patent Publication 2006/0224581). 

As to claim 23, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach conjunctively combining the search query with at least 
one of the one or more particular clusters. 

However, Sasai teaches conjunctively combining the search query with at least one of the one or more particular 
clusters (the search keyword group corresponding to the editing operation is changed, thereby generating the search 
keyword group for re-search, see Sasai , Para. [0153], lines 2-5). 

As to claim 24, Sato et al. as modified does not explidtly teach disjunctively combining the search query with at least 
one of the one or more the particular clusters. 

However, Sasai teaches disjunctively combining the search query with at least one of the one or more the particular 
clusters (search keyword corresponding to the selection button can be excluded fi-om the search keyword group for re- 
search, see Sasai , Para. [0119], lines 7-8). 

As to claim 26, Sato et al. as modified teaches one option for using one or more particular cluster to generate a query 
(a query is created for concept "aircraft+war' are displayed in window. The retrieved documents are displayed in window, 
see Chung et al. , Para. [0183], lines 13-21). 

However, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach to accept a selection to generate a second search query, 
and to execute the second search query. 

Sasai teaches to accept a selection to generate a second search query, and to execute the second search query (the 
search keyword group corresponding to the editing operation is changed, thereby generating the search keyword group for 
re-search, see Sasai , Para. [0153], lines 2-5). 

Claims 55 and 56 are objected under the same rationale as state in claims 23 and 24 rejections. 

Claim 58 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 26 rejections. 

As to claim 59, Sato et al. as modified teaches translating a particular cluster of the one or more clusters into a search 
expression to generate the second search query (automatically generating said query request by using at least a par of said 
predetermined number of said related words, see Sato et al. . Col. 16, lines 19-21). 

Claims 28-30 lack an inventive step under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Sato et al. (U.S. Patent Number 
6,212,517) in view of Koch et al. (ORACLES The complete Reference, 1997, Osborne McGraw-Hill, page 68). 

As to claim 28, Sato et al. as modified teaches the properties in the particular cluster (related keywords, see Sato et 
al. Col. 3, line 55). 

However, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach to match all. 

Koch et al. teaches to match all (AND, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, a SQL statement can reach a match-all by 
using only AND logic in where clause). 

As to claim 29, Sato et al. as modified teaches the properties in the particular cluster (related keywords, see Sato et 
ai^. Col. 3, line 55). 

However, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach to match at least one. 

Koch et al. teaches to match at least one (OR, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, a SQL statement can reach a 
match-any by using OR logic in where clause). 

As to claim 30, Sato et al. as modified teaches the properties in the particular cluster (related keywords, see Sato et 
aL, Col. 3, line 55). 

However, Sato et al. as modified'does not explicitly teach to match at least one but not all. 

Koch et al. teaches teach to match at least one but not all (OR, see Kochetal. , page 68, line 4, AND, see Koch et 
aL, page 68, line 4, line 30, !=, see Koch et al. , page 1120. Note: a SQL statement can reach match at least one but not all 

hy'iising ANn/OR/!= logic in where clause). 
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Claims 60-63 lack an inventive step under PCI Article 33(3) as being obvious over the prior art as applied in the 
immediately preceding paragraph and further in view of Koch et al. (ORACLES The complete Reference, 1997, Osborne 
McGraw-Hill, page 68). 

As to claim 60, Sato et al. as modified teaches the properties in the at least one cluster of the one or more particular 
clusters (related keywords, see Sato et al. . Col. 3, line 55). 

However, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach matching all. 

Koch et al. teaches matching all (AND, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, a SQL statement can reach a match-all by 
using only AND logic in where clause). 

As to claim 61 , Sato et al. as modified teaches the properties in the at least one cluster of the one or more particular 
clusters (related keywords, see Sato et al. . Col. 3, line 55). 

Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach matching at least one. 

However, Koch et al. teaches matching at least one (OR, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, a SQL statement can reach 
a match-any by using OR logic in where clause). 

As to claim 62, Sato et al. as modified teaches the properties in the at least one cluster of the one or more particular 
clusters (related keywords, see Sato et al. , Col. 3, line 55). 

However, Sato et al. as modified does not explicitly teach matching at least one but not all. 

Koch et al. teaches teach matching at least one but not all (OR, see Koch et al. , page 68, line 4, AND, see Koch et 
aL, page 68, line 4, line 30, !=, see Koch et al. , page 11 20. Note: a SQL statement can reach match at least one but not all 
by using AND/OR/!= logic in where clause). 

As to claim 63, the Sato et al. as modified teaches assigns relative weights to the properties in the at least one cluster 
of the one or more particular clusters (calculating the degree of importance of a word, see Sato et al. , Col. 10, lines 29-30). 



Claim 67 is objected under the same rationale as state in claims 33-64 rejections. 
Claim 68 is objected under the same rationale as state in claim 67 rejections. 
Claim 69 is objected under the same rationale as state in claims 33-64 rejections. 
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The letter must indicate the differences between the claims as filed and the claims as amended. It must, in 
particular, indicate, in connection with each claim appearing in the international application (it being understood 
that identical indications concerning several claims may be grouped), whether 

(i) the claim is unchanged; 

(ii) the claim is cancelled; 

(iii) the claim is new; 

(iv) the claim replaces one or more claims as filed; 

(v) the claim is the result of the division of a claim as filed. 

The following examples illustrate the manner in which amendments must be explained in the accompanying 
letter: 

1. [Where originally there were 48 claims and after amendment of some claims there are 51]: 
"Claims 1 to 29, 31, 32, 34, 35, 37 to 48 replaced by amended claims bearing the same numbers; 
claims 30, 33 and 36 unchanged; new claims 49 to 51 added." 

2. [Where originally there were 15 claims and after amendment of all claims there are 11]: 
"Claims 1 to 15 replaced by amended claims 1 to 1 1." 

3. [Where originally there were 14 claims and the amendments consist in cancelling some claims and in adding 
new claims]: 

"Claims 1 to 6 and 14 unchanged; claims 7 to 13 cancelled; new claims 15, 16 and 17 added." or 
"Claims 7 to 13 cancelled; new claims 15, 16 and 17 added; all other claims unchanged." 

4. [Where various kinds of amendments are made] : 

"Claims 1-10 unchanged; claims 1 1 to 13, 18 and 19 cancelled; claims 14, 15 and 16 replaced by amended 
claim 14; claim 17 subdivided into amended claims 15, 16 and 17; new claims 20 and 21 added." 
"Statement under Article 19(1)" (Rule 46.4) 

The amendments may be accompanied by a statement explaining the amendments and indicating any impact that 
such amendments might have on the description and the drawings (which cannot be amended under Article 1 9(1 )). 
The statement will be published with the international application and the amended claims. 
It must be in the language in which the international application is to be published. 
It must be brief, not exceeding 500 words if in English or if translated into English. 

It should not be confiised with and does not replace the letter indicating the differences between the claims as filed 
and as amended. It must be filed on a separate sheet and must be identified as such by a heading, preferably by 
using the words "Statement under Article 19(1)." 

It may not contain any disparaging comments on the international search report or the relevance of citations 
contained in that report. Reference to citations, relevant to a given claim, contained in the international search 
report may be made only in connection with an amendment of that claim. 



Consequence if a demand for international preliminary examination has already been filed 

If, at the time of filing any amendments and any accompanying statement, under Article 19, a demand for 
international preliminary examination has already been submitted, the applicant must preferably, at the time of 
filing the amendments (and any statement) with the International Bureau, also file with the International 
Preliminary Examining Authority a copy of such amendments (and of any statement) and, where required, a 
translation of such amendments for the procedure before that Authority (see Rules 55.3(a) and 62.2, first 
sentence). For further information, see the Notes to the demand form (PCT/lPEA/401). 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, the written opinion of the International Searching 
Authority will, except in certain cases where the International Preliminary Examining Authority did not act as 
International Searching Authority and where it has notified the International Bureau under Rule 66.\bis(h), be 
considered to be a written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority. If a demand is made, the 
applicant may submit to the International Preliminary Examining Authority a reply to the written opinion together, 
where appropriate, with amendments before the expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing of Form 
PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later (Rule 43bis.l (c)). 



Consequence with regard to translation of the international application for entry into the national phase 

The applicant's attention is drawn to the fact that, upon entry into the national phase, a franslation of the claims as 
amended under Article 1 9 may have to be furnished to the designated/elected Offices, instead of, or in addition to, 
the translation of the claims as filed. 

For further details on the requirements of each designated/elected Office, see the PCT Applicant 's Guide, 
Volume II. 
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